UNITED STATESINTERNATIONAL TRADE COMMISSION
Washington, D.C. 20436

In the Matter of

CERTAIN SEMICONDUCTOR MEMORY DEVICES
AND PRODUCTS CONTAINING SAME )

Inv. No. 337-TA-470

NOTICE OF COMMISSION DECISION NOT TO REVIEW AN INITIAL
DETERMINATION TERMINATING THE INVESTIGATION
ON THE BASISOF A SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT

AGENCY: U.S. Internationd Trade Commisson.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY:: Noticeis hereby given that the U.S. Internationd Trade Commission has determined
not to review the presding adminigrative law judge' s (“ALJ S’) initid determination (*1D”) terminating
the above-captioned invedtigation in its entirety on the basis of a settlement agreement.

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: ClaraKuehn, Esg., Office of the Generd
Counsdl, U.S. Internationa Trade Commission, 500 E Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20436,
telephone (202) 205-3012. Copiesof the ALJsID and dl other nonconfidentia documentsfiled in
connection with this investigation are or will be available for ingpection during officid business hours
(8:45 am. to 5:15 p.m.) in the Office of the Secretary, U.S. Internationd Trade Commission, 500 E
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20436, telephone 202-205-2000. Genera information concerning
the Commission may aso be obtained by accessing its Internet server (http://www.usitc.gov). The
public record for this investigation may be viewed on the Commission's eectronic docket (EDIS-ON-
LINE) at http://dockets.usitc.gov/eol/public. Hearing-impaired persons are advised that information
on this matter can be obtained by contacting the Commission’s TDD termind on 202-205-1810.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

On May 9, 2002, the Commission indtituted this investigation based on a complaint filed by
Mosd Vitdic Inc. of Hanchu, Tawan and Mosd Vitelic Corp. of San Jose, CA
(collectively,” complainants’) againg Hitachi, Ltd. of Tokyo, Japan; Hitachi Semiconductor (America)
Inc. of San Jose, CA; ElpidaMemory, Inc. of Tokyo, Japan; and ElpidaMemory (USA) Inc. of Santa
Clara, CA (collectively, “respondents’). The complaint aleged violations of section 337 of the Tariff
Act of 1930 in the importation into the United States, the sde for importation, or the sde after
importation of certain semiconductor memory devices or products



containing same by reason of infringement of certain clams of U.S. Letters Patent 5,452,261;
5,412,257; and 5,917,214. 67 Fed. Reg. 31369 (2002).

On September 10, 2002, complainants and respondents filed a joint motion to terminate the
investigation based on a settlement agreement and to amend the AL Js protective order. On
September 20, 2002, the Commission investigative attorney filed a response supporting the joint
motion. On October 18, 2002, the ALJissued an ID (Order No. 6) granting the joint motion to
terminate. No petitions for review of the ID werefiled.

The authority for the Commission’s determination is contained in section 337 of the Tariff Act
of 1930, asamended (19 U.S.C. § 1337), and in section 210.42 of the Commission’s Rules of
Practice and Procedure (19 C.F.R. § 210.42).

By order of the Commission.

Marilyn R. Abbott
Secretary

|ssued: November 15, 2002



